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More Work for the Joint Conferences 


The question of subjects to be given in the bar examinations, which is 
discussed in a letter printed in this issue, is a matter of importance and we 
hope to have some comments from bar examiners and law school teachers 
concerning it. California is seeking an answer through the optional question 
route. Another suggestion which has been made is that the bar examination 
be confined to a comparatively small list of the more essential subjects. This 
is a matter which should be worked out through a joint effort of the bar 
examiners, the courts of last resort and the law schools. It is a good example 
of the kind of work which the cooperating committees in each state, referred 
to in the last number of The Bar Examiner, should take up and can be ex- 
pected to solve. 
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Problems for Lawyers and Law Schools 


By ArtHuR T. VANDERBILT* 
President of the American Bar Association 


Practicing lawyers in general are as skeptical of law teachers in general 
as laymen are of lawyers in general. Law teachers, on the other hand, 
many of them at least, have been inclined to criticize the American Bar 
Association as being too conservative. I am inclined to resent the smugness 
on each side. When it comes to being liberal, I can claim to have been 
fighting in liberal causes long before it became popular to talk and philoso- 
phize about them. 

In spite of those objections, which seem after all to be rather superficial, 
I think there is a great deal that the teaching profession and the practicing 
profession, which are really two branches of the same great profession, can 
do working together side by side in the interest of their common calling. 
I have given some hard thought as to what has been done and what may be 
done. 

Let us look back over the years and trace the history of the profession, 
if only in the barest outline. After the Revolutionary War there was a homo- 
geneous bar. The loyalist lawyers were banished. Many of the leading 
lawyers who remained were either trained in the Inns of Court or in the 
offices of men who had been so trained. In spite of the War and revolutionary 
dogma, we were steeped in the English traditions of the profession. The 
barrister was a recognized type of lawyer in this country. 

That went on until just about a century ago, when the full force of the 
Jacksonian democracy hit the legal profession. All men were created equal, 
and it necessarily followed that all lawyers were created equal. If all law- 
yers were created equal, everyone was equally fit to be a judge. If everyone 
was equally fit to be a judge, naturally there had to be a place made for 
him, and you couldn’t have judges holding office indefinitely during good 
behavior. Judges had to be elected, because they must be made responsive 
to these equal human beings, and they had to be elected often so that the 
jobs would go around. 

Of course, it was undemocratic and wrong to maintain any high standards 
of admission to the bar. The standards of legal education gradually sank 
until, at least in one state, a provision was embodied in the constitution pro- 
viding that any man of fair reputation might on his own application be 


*Speech delivered before the Association of American Law Schools in Chicago on 
December 30, 1937. 
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admitted to the bar without any qualifying examinations. The barrister was 
sinking to the level of the pettifogger or scrivener. The profession was being 
absorbed by a trade. 

It was a law school professor, who happened also to have been a chief 
justice and a governor of Connecticut, who saw that something must be done 
to save the profession. It was Simeon E. Baldwin who organized the American 
Bar Association, and in the track of the American Bar Association came the 
various state bar associations. They have all had one common purpose, to 
raise the standards of the profession and to improve the administration of 
justice. 

Now, in the first phase of our activity we have made measurable prog- 
ress. Under the leadership of men like Elihu Root standards of admission 
to the bar and standards of legal education, were set up, which have gradu- 
ally found acceptance in most of the states. In that one respect, among 
others, the American Bar Association has rendered a notable service to your 
Association and to the cause of legal education generally. 

As part of the same movement, canons of legal ethics and of judicial 
ethics were formulated, which have come to have the force of law in all the 
states. More recently we have struggled with the perplexing problem of 
what constitutes the practice of the law and what is the unauthorized or 
illegal practice of the law. By reason of the neglect of earlier generations 
much remains to be done here before the lost provinces are recovered. 

All of those things are matters of policing the profession, of deciding 
who may be admitted, who may stay within the profession and who cannot 
perform the work of the profession. In these various fields it seems to me 
that a great deal more must bé done in our law schools to bring the students 
of today up to the standards that existed back in the post-revolutionary period. 

It is very easy for a young man who has studied in the office of a great 
practitioner almost unconsciously to absorb that man’s conception of legal 
ethics. It is rather difficult for that same boy, if he is thrust out of a law 
school into the world of practice, without any office experience, to get the 
same conceptions. But, somehow or other, it seems to me it is the duty of 
the law schools to help, even more than they are helping, in seeing to it that 
our young men, when they go out, are more adequately equipped with respect 
to a full and complete knowledge of what we mean by legal ethics, profes- 
sional ethics and judicial ethics. 

I come now to the second phase of the work that the American Bar 
Association and all other bar associations have wanted to do. I say they have 
wanted to do it, because it is right in Article One to our Constitution: —to 
promote the administration of justice. But we have to admit that we haven’t 
made a very good job of it either in the national association or in the various 
state bar associations or indeed, in the law schools. 
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Back in 1906, when Dean Pound delivered his famous address at St. 
Paul on “The Causes of Dissatisfaction With the Administration of Justice,” 
you will remember that the Old Guard was unwilling to have his address 
printed and circulated. They criticized him for seeking “to destroy that 
which the wisdom of the centuries has evolved,” to quote one of the speakers. 
For years it was unsafe to say anything adverse to our system of procedure. 
It took the hegira of the American Bar Association to England to acquaint 
the American lawyers with the possibilities of a simplified procedure. Few 
know even yet that the invitation to England was skilfully arranged by 
another former law school leader, Chief Justice William Howard Taft. But 
even when we said it would work in England, little was done to advance the 
cause here. 

Now I think the time has at length come, in part because of the work 
done on the federal court rules which are soon to be promulgated, in part 
because of the criticism of the law and lawyers which is beginning to make 
itself felt very efficaciously, in part because of the encroachment of our 
administrative tribunals, when lawyers and judges generally are willing to 
face the facts with respect to our courts and to band themselves together 
to bring the administration of justice in line with the needs of the twentieth 
cntury. * * ° 

The simplification of our system of procedure is undoubtedly one of 
the major problems confronting the bar of the country today. As I ponder 
the problem, I cannot but think of the progress we would have made if we 
had, thirty-one years ago, taken Dean Pound’s speech at St. Paul as our 
point of departure in instructing our graduates as to the conditions actually 
confronting them in the administration of justice. True, we taught our 
students the fundamental principles of pleading, true, we instructed them 
in the rules of evidence and their rationale, true, we acquainted them with 
the jurisdiction of the courts; but was there any law school in the country 
that attempted to bring to their attention before they graduated the fact 
that our judicial system was not operating effectively and that directed their 
minds to the obvious standards which must be striven for in every state if 
our courts were to keep pace with the needs of the time? Had there been 
such a course in every law school, we should not be confronting the chaotic 
condition which characterizes the whole field of the administration of justice. 

But procedure is not our only problem. More and more, especially in a 
period of rapid change, does the law become statutory in its origin. Con- 
gress and our forty-eight legislatures are not our only legislative mills grind- 
ing forth the statutory grist. A multitude of administrative agencies are 
producing an unparalleled mass of subordinate legislation which in its effect 
upon the citizen and business is just as important as the acts of the legisla- 
ture. The product of these legislative mills and sub-mills leaves much to 
be desired, not only in form but in substance. Indeed, until recently in the 
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Federal Government, and still in most of the states, the difficulties of even 
locating this sub-legislation were insurmountable. Can it be said that any 
law school in the country has done its full duty in the twentieth century 
in teaching the principles of legislation, statutory construction and bill 
drafting? No, we have clung so closely to the case method that we have 
almost declined to admit the availability of a statute as a proper subject of 
study until such time as it shall have been construed by the courts. Such 
an attitude, it goes without saying, is absolutely irrational. It constitutes 
an indictment of our ability to see the law as it is; and if we do not know 
the law as it is, how can we hope to know or to aid other lawyers in knowing 
what the law should be? 

Our neglect of legislation has been equalled only by our indifference 
to the work of our administrative tribunals. According to a recent report 
of our Committee on Administrative Law, there were, as of three years ago, 
73 federal tribunals exercising judicial powers in some 267 classes of cases. 
One cannot even hazard a guess as to the number of similar tribunals in the 
forty-eight states. It is frankly conceded that these tribunals are disposing 
of countless legal questions which will never make their way into our tradi- 
tional courts and that they are disposing of issues which affect our citizens 
a great deal more than our traditional courts. 

I should like to raise some questions without attempting to answer them. 
Are the judges (we call them commissioners, but they are judges) of these 
administrative tribunals as expert as the judges of our ordinary courts? Are 
they as free in their work from political and partisan influences as the judges 
of our ordinary courts? Are they trained to evaluate evidence, or do some 
of them accept a newspaper article as of the same force and validity as the 
testimony of a witness subjected to cross-examination? Some of them, as, 
for example, the Commissioners of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
have had as much training in their field as the average judge, but is it safe 
to judge all of these administrative tribunals by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission? 

Let us come to the matter of the decisions of these administrative tri- 
bunals. Is a decision stated without the reasons or the precedents on which 
it is based to be accorded the same weight as a decision supported by a rea- 
soned opinion? And then let us observe the situation as to an appeal. In 
our ordinary courts, in a hearing before a single judge without a jury in 
an action at law, or in an equity or admiralty proceeding, the whole case is 
subject to review on appeal, both as to findings of fact and conclusions of 
law. In our administrative tribunals, however, we find by statute that unless 
there is some constitutional question involved there can be no review of the 
findings of fact. Thus we have the over-reaching which universal experience 
shows is the inevitable tendency of concentrated power. 
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These problems, I submit, are fundamental. You would think that they 
would be studied in all of our law schools. Yet, I was shocked to learn, 
a year ago, when I had occasion to look up the figures for an article I was 
writing on the subject, that in the eighty law schools of this Association only 
forty gave any course at all in Administrative Law. This last year the 
tigures were only slightly better. Only fifty-two out of the eighty-two mem- 
ber law schools furnished instructions in Administrative Law. This means 
that of the schools in this Association, the best in the country, the graduates 
of at least thirty law schools are going out into the world without any 
knowledge of the outstanding legal development of the twentieth century. 
In the law schools that do give courses in Administrative Law the subject 
is either optional or for graduate students only, with the result that only 
between ten and twenty per cent, at the most, of the graduates of these 
schools have the slightest knowledge of what Administrative Law is all 
about. Here, it seems to be, are some fundamental things to which the 
faculty of every law school should give thought and attention. We should 
help our students to know what the administration of justice in the United 
States today actually is, as well as what it should be. We should bring home 
to them the knowledge of the actual processes of legislation today and what 
those processes should be. We should, above all things, explain to them 
the methods of administrative justice today and what they should be. These 
are crying needs of the times and they can no longer be neglected in the 
law schools. 


This leads to one final point which I should like to make. I trust you 
will not think that I am too critical because, after all, I am a law school 
professor. I have grave doubts as to whether we have gone far enough in 
our preliminary requirements for admissions to the law schools. I am won- 
dering if we should not insist that our students, when they come to us, should 
know something of English legal and constitutional history, of American 
political and constitutional history, of economics and the history of economics, 
of social science in general, and something of logic and the essentials of 
natural science. I am not suggesting that we should attempt to prescribe a 
pre-legal course. I am venturing to say, however, that our standards of 
general education preliminary to training for the bar fall far short of what was 
required of law students in the Revolutionary period. If you will glance 
through the pages of Warren’s “History of the American Bar,” you will 
notice how this student and that student was denied the right to commence 
the study of law because he had not qualified in logic and metaphysics or 
in Greek or the English classics. We have many things that we may learn 
from this period of our national history, and the value of a broad general 
education is not the least of them. 
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A Suggested Revision of Bar 
Examination Subjects 


The question of what subjects should be given in the bar examination 
is an important one which has received all too little attention. Complaint 
is being made that announced subjects which are prescribed in the various 
states by rules of court or regulations of boards of bar examiners are tending 
to strait-jacket legal education. In its last report, the Curriculum Committee 
of the Association of American Law Schools said: “It is apparent that sig- 
nificant experiments and advancements in legal education are handicapped 
by a system of bar examinations predicated on a standard of legal education 
which is too narrow and inflexible.” 

The Florida Supreme Court is now in the process of revising its list 
of subjects. In this connection a communication from Dean Clark of the 
Yale Law School to Justice Glen Terrell of that court is reprinted as it con- 
tains an original and interesting proposal. The Bar Examiner will be glad 
to receive, and hopes to print, further comment on this subject. 


Dear Justice Terrell: 

I am glad of the opportunity afforded by your kind letter of January 19, 
1938, to give an expression of opinion upon the list of subjects in which 
examinations for admission to the bar are to be given in Florida, for I think 
so many of the state rules for examinations are now failing of their purpose, 
since they give subjects so far away from the modern law school curriculum. 
For example, in the Florida list of subjects, Bailments and Carriers are now 
subordinated to the whole field of public law, while there are omitted from 
your list such important subjects as Taxation, Administrative Law, Bank- 
ruptcy with all its ramifications of suretyships, mortgages, receiverships and 
the like, Banking and other important modern fields. Under another cover 
I am sending you a copy of our Law School catalogue, in order that you 
can see how differently we approach the subjects of the curriculum than this 
list would indicate. 

I think a state bar rule should be stated in terms of the various fields 
of law, rather than of detailed subjects. Here is my general idea, although 
I have not stopped to polish it off. “Examinations will be given in the fol- 
lowing six fields of law, with approximately equal time given to each: 

1. Property, including all forms of conveyances, trusts, wills, and 
probate practice. 

2. Procedure, including common law, equity, modern state and fed- 
eral practice and pleading, trials and appeals, and evidence. 

3. Commercial Law, including contracts, sales, negotiable instru- 
ments, banking, credit transactions, and debtors’ relief. 
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4. Public Law, including constitutional, public service, administra- 
tive, and international law. 

5. Business Associations, including corporations, partnership, agency, 
reorganization, finance, and accounting. 

6. Torts, Criminal Law and Procedure, Domestic Relations, and 


Legal Ethics. 


The particular subjects named in each field are intended as merely examples, 


and not as limitations of the rule.” 


Of course, this general idea could be carried out with different divisions, 
but this perhaps gives you the suggestion which I have in mind. If I can 


add to it further, please let me know. 


Very sincerely yours, 


CuHar.es E. Ciark. 
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John A. Klotz, Assistant Secretary and 
Treasurer 
State Bar of Louisiana 
1835 Canal Bank Building 
New Orleans, Louisiana 


MAINE 
The Maine Bar Examiners 


Edward F. Merrill, Chairman 
Palmer Merrill Building 
Skowhegan, Maine 

Edward W. Atwood, Secretary 
465 Congress Street 
Portland, Maine 

Hiram Willard 
Sanford, Maine - 

Oscar H. Dunbar 
Machias, Maine 

Bernard Archibald 
Masonic Building 
Houlton, Maine 


MARYLAND 
Maryland State Boafd of Law Examiners 


Alexander Armstrong, Chairman 
1209 Calvert Building 
Baltimore, Maryland 

F. W. C. Webb 
Salisbury, Maryland 

Jesse N. Bowen, Secretary 
Baltimore Trust Building 
Baltimore, Maryland 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts— 
Board of Bar Examiners 
William Harold Hitchcock, Chairman 


601 Tremont Building 
Boston, Massachusetts 
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George S. Taft, Secretary 
Slater Building 
Worcester, Massachusetts 

Charles H. Beckwith 
31 Elm Street 
Springfield, Massachusetts 

Walter Powers 
75 Federal Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 

James W. Sullivan 
23 Central Avenue 
Lynn, Massachusetts 


MICHIGAN 
State Board of Law Examiners 


George E. Brand, Chairman 
3709 Barlum Tower 
Detroit, Michigan 

*Jay Mertz, Assistant Secretary 
Lansing, Michigan 

G. Douglas Clapperton 
Michigan Trust Building 
Grand Rapids, Michigan 

Prentiss M. Brown 
St. Ignace, Michigan 

Edward A. Macdonald 
Penobscot Building 
Detroit, Michigan 

Byron L. Ballard 
Olds Tower 
Lansing, Michigan 


*Address all communications to Mr. Mertz. 


MINNESOTA 


State Board of Law Examiners— 
Minnesota 


D. L. Morse, President 
Blue Earth, Minnesota 
Oscar G. Haugland, Secretary 
1320 Rand Tower 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
Philip J. Mackey 
800 Minnesota Building 
St. Paul, Minnesota 
R. B. Reavill 
901 Alworth Building 
Duluth, Minnesota 
K. M. Wefald 
Hawley, Minnesota 


MISSISSIPPI 
The Board of Bar Admissions 


Gov. Hugh White, Chairman 
(Honorary ) 
Jackson, Mississippi 

S. E. Travis, President 
Hattiesburg, Mississippi 

Gabe Jacobson, Vice-President 
Meridian, Mississippi 

Eli Mitchell, Secretary 
Corinth, Mississippi 


MISSOURI 
State Board of Law Examiners 


Robert B. Caldwell, President 
2000 Fidelity Bank Building 
Kansas City, Missouri 
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Thomas F. McDonald, Secretary 
1010 Pine Street 
St. Louis, Missouri 
R. B. Oliver, Jr. 
H. & H. Building 
Cape Girardeau, Missouri 
W. Wallace 
Mexico, Missouri 
Waldo Edwards 
Macon, Missouri 


MONTANA 
Montana State Board of Law Examiners 


Judge George Y. Patten, Chairman 
Commercial National Bank Building 
Bozeman, Montana 

W. T. Pigott 
Helena, Montana 
L. DeKalb 
Lewiston, Montana 

Walter L. Pope 
Missoula. Montana 

Howard M. Lewis 
Plentywood, Montana 


NEBRASKA 
Nebraska State Bar Commission 


George H. Turner, Secretary 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Lincoln, Nebraska 

W. C. Fraser 
Omaha National Bank Building 
Omaha, Nebraska 

Charles H. Kelsey 
Norfolk, Nebraska 

Harry L. Norval 
Seward, Nebraska 

Frank D. Williams 
703 First National Bank Building 
Lincoln, Nebraska 


NEVADA 


State Board of Bar Examiners 
State Bar of Nevada 


Albert D. Ayers, Chairman 
First National Bank Building 
Reno, Nevada 
Robert Z. Hawkins, Secretary 
153 N. Virginia Street 
Reno, Nevada 
Milton B. Badt 
First National Bank Building 
Elko, Nevada 
Douglas A. Busey 
City Hall 
Reno, Nevada 
Wm. J. Forman 
153 N. Virginia Street 
Reno, Nevada 
Andrew L. Haight 
Fallon, Nevada 
George A. Whiteley 
206 N. Virginia Street 
Reno, Nevada 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 
State Board of Bar Examiners 
Alexander Murchie 


25 Capitol Street 
Concord, New Hampshire 


29 


Louis E. Wyman 
Merchants Bank Building 
Manchester, New Hampshire 


John P. Carleton 


40 Stark Street 
Manchester, New Hampshire 


NEW JERSEY 
State Board of Bar Examiners 


J. H. Harrison, Chairman 
810 Broad Street 
Newark, New Jersey 

F. W. Gnichtel 

Broad St. Bank Building 
Trenton, New Jersey 

Harry A. Stiles 
15 Exchange Place 
Jersey City, New Jersey 





Rue Brearley, Secretary 
State House Annex 
Trenton, New Jersey 


NEW MEXICO 


State of New Mexico—Board 
of Bar Examiners 


M. W. Hamilton, Chairman 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 
Hiram M. Dow 
Roswell, New Mexico 
Claud S. Mann 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
Herbert Gerhart, Secretary 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 


NEW YORK 
State Board of Law Examiners 


John Kirkland Clark 
2 Wall Street 
New York City, New York 
Philip J. Wickser, Secretary 
6 Buffalo Insurance Building 
Buffalo, New York 
Rollin B. Sanford 
120 State Street 
Albany, New York 


L. M. Benjamin, Clerk 
State Board of Law Examiners 
Albany, New York 


NORTH CAROLINA 
The Board of Law Examiners 


L. R. Varser, Chairman 
Varser, McIntyre & Henry 
Lumberton, North Carolina 

Henry M. London, Secretary 
Second Floor, Supreme Court Building 
Raleigh, North Carolina 


H. G. Hedrick 

Hedrick & Hall 

Durham, North Carolina 
~~ Van Winkle 

Harkins, Van Winkle and Walton 

Jackson Building 

Asheville, North, Carolina 
George B. Greene 

Sutton & Greene 

Kinston, North Carolina 








Charles W. Tillett, Jr. 
Tillett, Tillett & Kennedy 
Law Building 
Charlotte, North Carolina 


(Two vacancies to be filled later.) 


NORTH DAKOTA 


State of North Dakota— 
State Bar Board 


Cc. L. Young, Chairman 
City National Bank Building 
Bismarck, North Dakota 
J. H. Newton, Secretary-Treasurer 
Bismarck, North Dakota 
J. P. Cain 
Dickinson, 
. J. Murphy 
Grand Forks, North Dakota 


North Dakota 


Q 


OHIO 
Standing Committee on Examinations 


W. P. Barnum, Chairman 

810 Mahoning Bank Building 
Youngstown, Ohio 

Mrs. Eva Epstein Shaw 
564-66 Spitzer Building 
Toledo, Ohio 

Hugh K. Martin 
First National Bank Building 
Columbus, Ohio 

Samuel Horwitz 
Union Trust Building 
Cleveland, Ohio 

Albert D. Cash 
3715 Carew Tower 
Cincinnati, Ohio 

Charles Tatgenhorst, Jr. 
19 Gwynne Bldg. 
Cincinnati, Ohio 

Virgil Schaeffer 
Union Trust Company 
Dayton, Ohio 

Loren E. Souers 
1200 Geo. D. Harter 
Canton, Ohio 

Nolan Boggs 
828 Nicholas Building 
Toledo, Ohio 

Harold F. Adams 
Buckeye Building 
Columbus, Ohio 


Bank Building 


OKLAHOMA 


Committee of Examiners for the State 
Bar of Oklahoma 


Sam L. Wilhite, Chairman 

Anadarko, Oklahoma 
Roy Lytle, Vice-Chairman 

Commerce Exchange Building 

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 
Reuel Haskell, Jr., Secretary 

1519 Petroleum Building 

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 
Russell G. Lowe 

Box 661 

Tulsa, Oklahoma 
Crawford W. Cameron 

Marietta, Oklahoma 
Charles P. Gotwals 

Muskogee, Oklahoma 
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G. C. Bierer, Jr. 

Guthrie, Oklahoma 
W. J. Horton 

McAlester, Oklahoma 


OREGON 
Oregon Board of Bar Examiners 


Edgar Freed, Chairman 
Failing Building 
Portland, Oregon 

Robert T. Mautz, Secretary 
Board of Trade Building 
Portland, Oregon 

Lawrence T. Harris 
Miner Building 
Eugene, Oregon. 

Charles Z. Randall 
Pendleton, Oregon 

Lester G. Oehler, 

Benton County State Bank Building 
Corvallis, Oregon 

Verne Dusenbery 
Spalding Building 
Portland, Oregon 

R. R. Morris 
Pacific Building 
Portland, Oregon 

Edwin D. Hicks 
Pacific Building 
Portland Oregon 

Stephen W. Matthieu 
Oregonian Building 
Portland, Oregon 





Mrs. M. H. Potter, Clerk 
1410 Yeon Building 
Portland, Oregon 


PENNSYLVANIA 


State Board of Law Examiners 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 


Members of Board 


Charles H. English, Chairman 
1412 Erie Trust Building 
Erie, Pennsylvania 


James J. Powell 
Mears Building 
Seranton, Pennsylvania 


Robert Dechert 
Packard Building 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Arthur M. Scully 
Union Trust Building | 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 
Bernard J. Myers 
Lancaster, Pennsylvania 





George F. Baer Appel, Secretary 
1101 Provident Trust Building 
1632 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylania 
Miss Mathilda H. Remmert, Ass’t Secretary 
1101 Provident Trust Building 
1632 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Charles P. Maxwell 
Northampton National Bank Building 
Easton, Pennsylvania 

















Examiners 

A. Evans Kephart 

Morris Building 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Clark O. Tayntor 

Erie Trust Building 

Erie, Pennsylvania 
Paul H. Maxey 

Lincoln Building 

Scranton, Pennsylvania 


RHODE ISLAND 


State of Rhode Island and Providence 
Plantations—Board of Bar Examiners 


Chauncey E. Wheeler, Chairman 
2200 Industrial Trust Building 
Providence, Rhode Island 

Fred B. Perkins, Secretary 
1204 Industrial Trust Building 
Providence, Rhode Island 

John A. Tillinghast 
533 Industrial Trust Building 
Providence, Rhode Island 

Clarence N. Woolley 
301 Main Street 
Pawtucket, Rhode Island 

Frederick W. O’Connell 
1310 Turks Head Building 
Providence, Rhode Island 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
State Board of Law Examiners 
Samuel T. Lanham, Chairman 
Spartanburg, South Carolina 
F. William Cappelmann 
Columbia, South Carolina 
Samuel L. Prince 
Anderson, South Carolina 





J. B. Westbrook 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Ex officio Secretary to the Board 
Columbia, South Carolina 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
State Board of Bar Examiners 


Dean Marshall McKusick, Chairman 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 

Claude W. Schutter, Secretary 
Vermillion, South Dakota 

Jason E. Payne 
Vermillion, South Dakota 

Lester W. Feezer 
Vermillion, South Dakota 

Clark Y. Gunderson 
Vermillion, South Dakota 


TENNESSEE 
Board of Law Examiners of Tennessee 


A. B. Broadbent, President 
Clarksville, Tennessee 

R. A. Davis, Vice-President 
Athens, Tennessee 

R. I. Moore, Secretary-Treasurer 
Commerce Title Building 
Memphis, Tennessee 
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TEXAS 
Board of Examiners for the 
State of Texas 


Judge B. H. Gardner, Chairman 
Palestine, Texas 

H. L. Clamp, Secretary 
Supreme Court of Texas 
Austin, Texas 

Hon. J. L. Goggans 
1607 First National Bank Building 
Dallas, Texas 

J. H. Hart 
Littlefield Building 
Austin, Texas 

Judge A. N. Moursund 
Frost National Bank Building 
San Antonio, Texas 


Hon. W. M. Sleeper 
Box 345 
Waco, Texas 


UTAH 
State Board of Bar Examiners 


Sam D. Thurman, Chairman 
Walker Bank Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 

Robert L. Judd 
Kearns Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 

Otto A. Weisley 
Continental Bank Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 

L. D. Holther 
Eccles Building 
Ogden, Utah 

George D. Preston 
Logan, Utah 

Will L. Hoyt 
Nephi, Utah 


VERMONT 
Board of Bar Examiners* 


Edward H. Deavitt, Chairman and Secretary 
Montpelier, Vermont 

Frederick G. Fleetwood 
Morrisville, Vermont 


Arthur L. Graves 
St. Johnsbury, Vermont 


Guy M. Page 
Burlington, Vermont 


Walter S. Fenton 
Rutland, Vermont 


Alban J. Parker 
Springfield, Vermont 


*Listed according to seniority. 


VIRGINIA 
Virginia Board of Law Examiners 
Aubrey G. Weaver, President 
Front Royal, Virginia 


M. B. Watts, Secretary-Treasurer 
P. O. Box 1315 
Richmond, Virginia 





James E. Heath 
Law Building 
Norfolk, Virginia 
Stuart B. Campbell 
Wytheville, Virginia 
Henry C. Riely 
Mutual Building 
Richmond, Virginia 
Morton G. Goode 
Dinwiddie, Virginia 


WASHINGTON 


* State Board of Law Examiners— 
State of Washington 
S. H. Kelleran, Chairman 
507 Dexter Horton Building 
Seattle, Washington 
F. B. Danskin 
Paulsen Building 
Spokane, Washington 
Clifford Newton 
501 Central Building 
Everett, Washington 


WEST VIRGINIA 


State of West Virginia—Board of 
Law Examiners 
John O. Henson, President 
Martinsburg, West Virginia 
Berkeley Minor, Jr., Vice-President 
Charleston, West Virginia 
James W. Vandervort 
Parkersburg, West Virginia 
D. J. F. Strother 
Welch, West Virginia 
Joseph R. C 


url 
Wheeling, West Virginia 


Wm. B. Mathews, Secretary 
Box 1406 
Charleston, West Virginia 


WISCONSIN 


State of Wisconsin—Board of Bar 
Commissioners 
Ferris M. White, President 
River Falls, Wisconsin 
Arthur A. McLeod, Secretary 
Supreme Court 
Madison, Wisconsin 
wanes J. Dempsey 
e American Bank Buildin 
Oshkosh, Wisconsin . 
John O. Carbys 
403-4 Mitchell Building 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 
Paul N. Grubb 
Janesville, Wisconsin 
Harlan B. Rogers 
Portage, Wisconsin 


WYOMING 


State Board of Law Examiners of 
Wyoming 
N. R. Greenfield, President 
Rawlins, Wyoming 
Lloyd C. Sampson, Secretary 
300-301 Hynds Building 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 
Louis J. O’Marr 
5-7 Barr Block 
Sheridan, Wyoming 


R. H. Nichols 
306 Consolidated Royalty Building 
Casper, Wyoming 

Cc. A. Zaring 
Basin, Wyoming 


ALASKA 
Alaska Board of Law Examiners 


Hon. James S. Truitt, Attorney General and 
President 
Juneau, Alaska 

R. E. Robertson 
Member, First Division 
Juneau, Alaska 

Hugh O'Neill 
Member, Second Division 
Nome, Alaska 

L. V. Ray 
Member, Third Division 
Seward, Alaska 

Chas. E. Taylor 
Member, Fourth Division 
Fairbanks, Alaska 

Robert E. Coughlin 
Clerk, U. S. District Court 
Juneau, Alaska 

Almer Rydeen, 
Clerk, U. S. District Court 
Nome, Alaska 

Derick Lane 
Clerk, U. S. District Court 
Valdez, Alaska 

Dixie Hall 
Clerk, U. S. District Court 
Fairbanks, Alaska 


HAWAII 
Board of Examiners 


Heaton L. Wrenn, Chairman 
Bank of Hawaii Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Marguerite K. Ashford 
407 Inter-Island Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Harry Hewitt 
Damon Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Ss. B. Kemp, Attorney General 
Iolani Palace 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Dudley C. Lewis 
Castle & Cooke Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Jon Wiig, Deputy Attorney General, Secretary 
Tolani Palace 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


PUERTO RICO 
Board of Bar Examiners 


Hon. Emilio del Toro, Chairman 
Chief Justice 
Supreme Court of Puerto Rico 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 
Hon. Harvey M. Hutchison 
Associate Justice 
Supreme Court of Puerto Rico 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 
Enrique Igaravidez 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 
Cc. Ruiz Nazario 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 
Frank Fernfndez Cuyar 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 





